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1975 (1^ arf^ifwT ^ w i) cwr tft9> (lifer iff inH, 'Si it 

n ^ 1 4^w 11 cWT ^ feifer) fewn#, 1995 (1^ Pi«tHiqcil 1^51 HI I") arguT uteiTt 

(1^ ww t) Tm ^ w, ttn, ^ «ii5^ (1^ 

t) ^ wi ^ Tm ^ "TTO ^ It wiM wn# 311^ 3R^ fell 11 

5'^3T3tiTt'^f^wi^aTfeR«i/TlNrtT«7rTniii^^iift^ir^ ^ meHtM ■?I^ ^ ^ life tftg«T irt^, (rtiRii 
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3. 'tJ^'FStl 

IF 3TT^ 3tfq» 11^ lit^i^raT i^’saW lit sitt ^ itp 1^ nr ti ■^. 

^TI^*lit 'gilT71^|311itFftl‘«llfe4Flf^in^tWT4l»feferin^FfelT'fe. 
fell t I f<l> 'l' i <4Me!«*? Tnn ^ 3l5tlR '^. PbRrim Unfl % UT 3tqill TIW"T1T«T UT^l «^1>“ ^ 

l^'FtlTlliniiriFTtfeTTniimf ^ IRltl'Stllll^ 50 3lfF9IF’^ 3|f^ FtT lUt, fePT 2(’S) HTIWT 

5(3)lit3T^^n3if^lf^^t lll3TTR,'31^ferfT2(^)'^3|*t^tftlT'4 r4»rdm 4>|4 h 
HTCT t 
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4. 

^ stjprM ” t I ^ ^ ^ ^ 

cm4^ ^ 6eic|7, ■^'id ccicr?, €crlcb, 8Ht^ ^cf? f% ct)|4^ 

<^>i4"i 6^^ ^ cr7i4^ ^ R^ifdd f4^^i 'Hcr>cn ^ I 

3T^5RTH1' c^ cr)l4'1 <5(^cf> ^ cr?l4H <S(^cr> ^ 1^“$'^'lRi’'l R>d’< ^ ^ 

^ (^RR ^frfer) ^ ^?C^T]^/5RR<RRT ^ RTHT t I ^ 3E55 rM ^ 

cf#^ ^ ^ t I 3Eg5RM ^f2|T cbll^il^l CR3J^ ffe cRf^ ^ W#, 

cfSTT ^ ct^rr ^ ^ ^ strt t l 

^ orf^rf^ ^ ai^ZlR 28 ^ "H. 28030010 ^ 3R4 h SFTcft t I ^Tanft 'rflHI!5Je4> 

cT^Hchyui c^cTR t 3j1^ d^RR RR ^ dR^ drfcFRfr ^ ^ t I 

5. ^RR cR^ 

dlf ^d^ T d Rt ^ ^ %R 11% ^ WTTfer cR^ ^ M ^ ^ R ^ 

Rdlf^d PTdRTd^ c^ f^m 2(^) ^ 3TS^ ^ t I RF t 

dlRlct^l^ ^ vJRlfe 3fk ^ ^ PldlRld ^ ^ ^SRT 3t^ # I 

dTf^TdRdRf ^ dM f^RT ^ 3lt^ c|tPll^cf> W ^ ^ I d^RN 

vm ^ ^Rfr^RM 'Efej ^ vdcdiRd d^ vJM^dd f^RRddft ^ STsJ ^ 'ifIdY 

^ 3TTdTf^ 'Hd^ d^ ^ ^RTR d^ HRT W ^ t I 

6. ^llPUcf ^ 

d^HR dftd ^ -^Tlftcr ^ #d dR. m., H^Rldi, ^ ^ Sd^ t 1 

7. ^ 

d l Rlch l chd^ ^ dTdT f^Rn t dR. RTf. d^ PldH|c|c41 ^ 1 ^ ^ 7 3fk 8 ^ STJR^ 

%-dMN OTsjcZRRgTT dT^ ^ HRT dfR | 3TTcrdd> ^ 3rg#T t 1% d^ ^ dR. Rd. 

^r RRR ^ ^ Prdt^ c^ dTdTN STsfwdW dCT ^ Rd^ d7 fcJ^ 

RdRT t 3lkRH% ^ Rd^ Rfg ^ dW ^ dl^^r ^JddT RRT^ d?^ tl 








crar i^. ^ 

wi, 5RiRrf^, t 4 fef ^^ ^ cim^^^ 

^ ’J?ir ^ ^ t I an?^ ^ ^ ^ 3tT^ ^ ^ 

# 3n^ tR (ant <t ^ tr^ ^ ^ ^ 3»raR ^ 

^ ft5an t 11?raRi#T ^ 3irail?ra ji^ fira ^ ^ 

f?l#!Dt nan 11 to=iM ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

ij^ c^ ^ ^ ^7T5^ ^ I 


8. Ptqfef <S\*\^ 


i i iRicM»d^ % 1^ ^ ^ antttOTt^ gra sn^ ^ ^ i 

ajwHTO ^ xR Pra^r WcT ^ ftcpra^t ^ 3i^ ’ti%, ^ ’tt%, ant? * 

ftnj witx3Hf gji ^ f?fmi xmr t I ^ ^ arraiRm jr^ ^ ?!Z^ 

^ gn 3raxT-<3raxT fWnn xt^ t i f^rwr^n? xn^^Ri^ ^ -g^^sira ^ x^rn^ 
g?^ ^ ^rraHI jjfn ^ gT^ if XRlfe f ) 


9. niCT »n<^ 

^ gig gn qaikf jm g^eatr WW 1^ if ^ Scatap ^ '<i«l<S ^ ^ 

gggft f?iggt ftaife g5^ gjixt^ arf^rax t wr ^aggr aj? w -qcidi t (^ -aigg^ ^ 
PraWt SRI afg? ga^ gpi xgi g?T t I anf^gngKif ^T ^ ^ 

3 igf!r ^ ^ ftgraaftg xjgrg g 5 t ctm afR gftng ^t ngfet gfeM ^ ezih ir aag^ 1^ 
ggif^ XOT ^ am g5t art ^ ^ it ftartg .g5tm ^ m anmi ^ g5t i?rt 

cf5^ xgrft gift^ I ^ Tnmg^ ^t 3ftx3g ^ amna xR 

anam ajsg ^ ^cRT ^ t 1a’^. anftraxiapgt % fcnfRr ^ wm aj^ m m 
fSigIg gflm g5t gcRT g5t t 1 

10. wRt 1^ q>Ri>iix*ro 

^l l (^»|g ;g^ ^r f^mmcft t sx^-W ^ % (iv) a^ aigafg agr ij 5 ^ ^ arjHR ai^xsifn 
^ it «tf^anggn^ ^ gi^ it ajggr ai5t t 1 ajgan ^ ^ trar^rm 

t srmTcff ^ wr WT ^r 3jk ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ i ^nw ^ 

aRn ggftar g^ if tf gtt t I xjgaw aganr ^ 3i|atR ajg ^ gtrar t m 

m?rtR3ira atgjgetm, arra xg;* afR grama ft# if ms t?ff w ^ 
gmm ait ftam # gxgg x(r ai#[ gaffar g>T ftw agatg fan t f giRi<aaigadf R ^ ^ 
amt# miai gg grai ftRJT t aif^ ^ ^ ^ aetata ftantt-ga- 

gg TR gft xmaj ait at? ft^ afR atftap ataft i giagftap sift a^ atcrrar giftcp,<T,ol % aR^ # 

3TOTf^ wng # afftrg if gaftg 3iaK afR aiagftap aggr # ftg cR^ 

statcit ^ airaia ga gtggf^ mft a^ asaR am grar ftain t i giRtamg# R wg graft it ftmH 
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^ ^icKJeT^--1c|H< 2008 3ft? 2009 ^ ^ ^t?Fr ^ W?^ 

Slto? Tim cFjT ;5n;HFT cTTRT t I 

^ TO ^ ?TT«^ t ^ ^ ^ 3ITTOt ^ cf>RDT ^ ^ 

^ ^ cfF^ cF^ 3ftf^ TOH t I 

11 . ^ 

cT^TO ^ R-lic^7 1 3ickJ^?, 2007 ^ 30 Rld4?, 2008 t \ ^TSIlf^ erfcT 

^ c|^ 31^ ^ 31^, 2005-Hr^, 2006; 31^, 2006-^, 2007; 3lfe, 2007-^, 2008 

3ft? uTfrl 3T^ ('ft3ft3TTf) ^ v?T^ I ^ ^ W?r 3Tcrf^ ^ TO ^ 

3Tci1^ ^ 3li^ ^ ^ WN ^ 

12. 3mn? ^ HTOT 

iFiRichIchdt ^ ^ smiT? W ^ IFTO ^ elFJ cm 31^^ t TO^ 

TOf^ ^ ^ ??T t, PlilldcF^ ^ ^ TO ^ ^ t ^ TO^ ^ ??T 

t; 3nTOcF^ ^ ^ TO ^ WTOT^ t ^ #ft 8itt Pl^idcf?! £[T?r TO^ W ?5T 
t; ^ 3?Tmf?RT TOTO ^ ft?! cF?tTO f 3T^?lfe!5 3t^ t fuRT^ f 3ft? ^ ^ ^ 

?mTTO t I ^g?RT ^ 3nm? ^ ?!? TOf f TO^ft ^ irro ^ 

^ ^ ^ f^^n? ^ -Miij'tRid B??!^ cFJT si^TiT ?na^ ft^ t t 

13. <fy^ 

?TTO ^ , ?tTO ^ ^ TOT ^dlcH?fr/vi-cdiilVh' ^ TOI^ ^ 

^2TT f?r TOIK ^ 5n^ 3TTTO^ ^ ^!ftcFdT3ft 3ft? vJejVl ^ f%^iRd 5IT?^ OTI cT^t^ ^ 

?j;to y?5^ cF^ 3ft? 3TTf R-di'Jt ^ PiRte jnPrcFTr^ ^ PinfeiRad ^ ^ 3 itot 

^ 3TTO ^ ^ ^ f I cldTO W?! f TO ^ ^ 3p^ ^TO5I? ft p{*dfclRd“d 

^ ?rTOT t: - 

MlPlcblll 

menfrdt TOPtf^now 

^ >3?lt^ f^ncTO 
TO?T f. 240, ?reit^ 

^feeft-110107 

?iM^cFd R-yMIclefl ^ Pro 6(5) 3i^^HK Ptff^ ^TiPTcFtT^ ^T?T vui-ciifld ^?5 ^ 3fteflPicr> 

yi|t^l3ft 3 ft? nTO^TO ?fTOTt ^ mPiPI^ ^ 3TO? ft ^TTO ^ ?^ t ^ TO^, afcT 
3 ft? cFtRTOTcFJ ?p!fl ^ ^ f viTT?r ^ ?Fm ^q?PTT 37?^ ^ ?T^ t I ^ 3R^ ftcTTO ^51 ft 
ftf Prat% ?T^ ?ttFT fpT? W?! ?iTO ?JTO ^!?^ ^ ?TTOT t I 



14. 

5^ ^ ^ fpifte it #t W5f ^ jn®W» ^ t(ra ^ 3i^'^^Ht ^ >l<t>i^H 

^ cnfte ^I#?f (40) ^ ^ 5flcK^3^ifw ^ I ^Prat%31^^ ^ 

^ 5IM ^ ^ 3i»raT 31^ ^ Jtra M t ^ snflicpit Ppftracft ^ 

arjow#, gqcw ri«zit ^ 3traiqqq3R^ mRuipi qjqqr^ 11 

15. ^ <biH[ 

qr^M Pi^H i <ij - ^ ^ 7 ^ q^r^ ^ t % % 5n1^rq?T^ 

qtq%r ^;cRT ^ 3Tqt^^ i ^mr *llH-il^ ^ 

^r q^ ^’snfti? cTTf^ ^ ^ 

cf^ ^ \ ^5xrt ^ qi^ q5t ^ ^r ^ qq "qf qqrqr qq 

^ q^T^' q^ artfef 11 

16. 

^ qiq^ ^r, qr# q^ fl^rq^ q^rq^R snq^qq? >5pn jRg^ qR^ % qqr qRqr t 3?^ ^rtsit 
^ 1%rq 3m1^ ^ q^ ^ arcqf^ qr^r t, ^ft qrf^m^ 3m% qm 

Bq^ qszff ^ arrsTK q^ yrm qft^ q^ qR t c^^^R?Rqq? ^ Ri^iR^S 
qR #, fvr% % vJH^q^ # I 

17. in4vHftq> H>i^ci ^ ;*. 

6(7) ^ 3?^^ ^r q^ ’ft f|qq^ q«!q?R 3T^ f$cfq^ qqjqqft gRT TR^q ^nsq ^ 
OTftrftq qi^ qr^ '^i4vjiPiq> qq^ qq qR wqr 11 


3ffR. liiMIdH, ^nlqqiHt 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTIDUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

INITIATION NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 26th November, 2008 

Subject : Initiation of Anti-Dumping investigation concerning irfiports of ‘Carbon Black 
used in rubber applications’ originating in or exported from Australia, China 
PR, Iran, Malaysia, Russia and Thailand. 

No7ii^^608-dGAD.^the Association of Carioon Black Manufacturers, Kolkata 
have filed an application before the Oesignated Authority (hereinafter referred to 
as the Authority) in accordance with the Cuetbrns Tariff Act, 1975 as amended in 
1995(hereinatter referred to as the Act) and Customs Tariff (Identification, 

'S°2>i c;qof^^ 
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Assessment and Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on dumped articles and for 
determination of injury) Rules, 1995 (hereinafter referred to as the Rules) alleging 
dumping of Carbon Black used in rubber applications’ (hereinafter referred to as 
the subject goods) originating in or exported from Australia, China PR Iran 
Malaysia, Russia and Thailand (hereinafter referred to as the subject countries) 
and requested for initiation of anti dumping investigation for levy of anti dumpina 
duties on the subject goods. ^ ^ 


2. And whereas, the Authority finds that sufficient evidence of dumping of 
subject goods from the subject countries, injury to the domestic industry and 
causal link between the dumping and injury exist to justify initiation of an anti¬ 
dumping investigation; the Authority hereby initiates an Investigation into the 
alleged dumping, and consequent injury to the domestic industry in terms of the 
Rules 5 of the said Rules, to determine the existence, degree and effect of 
alleged dumping and to recommend the amount of antidumping duty which if 
levied, would be adequate to remove the injury to the domestic industry! 

3. Domestic Industry 

The Application has been filed by Association of Carbon Black Manufacturers 
Kolkata on behalf of the domestic industry. M/s. Phiilips Carbon Black Limited 
has provided injury information, whereas M/s. Hi-Tech Carbon and M/s. 
Continental Carbon India Limited have supported the petition As per the 
evidence available on record, production of M/s. Phillips Carbon Black Limited 
acOTunts for a major proportion of the total domestic production and production 
of Carbon Black along with supporters is more than 50% of Indian production. 
The petition thus satisfies the requirements of Rule 2(b) and Rule 5(3) of the 

Rules. Accordingly, M/s. Phillips Carbon Black Limited is being treated as 
domestic industry” within the meaning of Rule 2(b) supra. 

4. Product under consideration 

The product under consideration is ‘Carbon Black used in rubber applications’. It 
IS an inorganic chemical used in production/ processing of rubber (includina 
tyres), as a reinforcing filler. ^ 

Carbon Black is also known as acetylene black, channel black, furnace black 
lamp black, lampblack, thermal black, and noir de carbone. 

Carbon black can be divided into two categories - rubber and non-rubber 
applications Carbon black. Carbon black for rubber applications is the Carbon 
black that is used In production/ processing of rubber (including tyres), as a 
reinforcing filler. The present investigation is in respect of Carbon black used In 
rubber applications. Carbon black used in non-rubber applications, such as inks 
in copiers and computer printer cartridges, paints, crayons and polishes is not 
within the scope of the present investigation. 


The subject goods fall under Chapter 28 of the Act under subheading no. 
28030010. The customs classification Is indicative only and is in no way binding 
on the scope of the present investigation. 




5. Like Articles 

The petitioner has claimed that the goods produced by the~domestic industry are 
the like articles to the goods originating in or exported from subject countries In 
terms of the definition of like articles under Rule 2 (d) of the Rules. It has been 
stat^ that there is no significant difference in the subject goods produced by the 
petitioner and those exported from subject countries. Petitioner claims that the 
two are technically and commercially substitutable. For the purpose of present 
investigation, the subject goods produced by the domestic industry is being 
treated as like articles of the subject goods imported from subject countries within 
the meaning of the Rules supra. 

6. Countries involved 

The country involved in the present investigation are Australia, China PR Iran 
Malaysia, Russia and Thailand. » » 

7. Normal value 

The petitioner has claimed that China PR should be treated as Non-Market 
Economy and therefore the normal value should be determined In accordance 
with Para 7 and 8 of Annex-1 of the Rules. The applicant has submitted that 
Thailand can be considered as an appropriate rnarket economy third country for 
determination of normal value In China PR and has provided information with 
regards to price of subject goods in Thailand. 

With regard to normal value in Australia, Iran, Malaysia and Russia; the petitioner 
has claimed normal value for the subject goods on the basis of best estimates of 
cost of production, including selling, general, administrative & finance expenses 
and reasonable profit. In case of Thailand, the applicant has claimed normal 
value on the basis of price in Thailand (based on the information on price of one 
of the Thai producers). Normal value has been determined separately for each 
grade imported of the product under consideration. There is sufficient evidence 
with regard to normal value to justify Initiation of an anti-dumping investigation in 
terms of the Rules. 

8. Export Price 

The petitioner has claimed export price based on the transaction-wise data 
provided by IBIS. Adjustments have been claimed on account of inland freight, 
ocean freight, commission, etc. to arrive at net export price at ex-factory level. 
Export price has been determined separately for each grade imported of the 
product under consideration. There Is sufficient evidence with regard to export 
price to justify initiation of an anti-dumping investigation in terms of the Rules. 

9- Dumping margin 

There is sufficient evidence that the normal value of the subject goods in each of 
the subject countries are significantly higher than their net export price, prima- 
facie indicating that the subject goods are being dumped by the exporters from 
the subject countries. The petitioner has claimed that In view of significant 
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changes in the costs & prices of the product under consideration vyithin the 
proposed investigation period, comparison of normal value with export price must 
be done in respect of the sale made at as nearly as possible the same time. For 
the purpose, the petitioner has done comparison of normal value with export 
price on the basis of quarterly averages. Further, the petitioner has compared 
export price with normal value of the comparable grade. 

10. fnfurv and Causal Link 

The petitioner has furnished Information on various parameters relating to injury 
to the domestic industry as prescribed under para (iv) of Annexure — II of the 
Rules. The evaluation of the information shows that imports have Increased in 
absolute terms and In relation to production & consumption in India. Imports are 
undercutting the prices of the domestic industry. On the basis of the information 
provided, it Is seen that the performance of the domestic Industry deteriorated in 
terms of profits, return on investments, cash profit, inventories, and market share 
on account of alleged dumping of subject goods from subject countries. The 
petitioner has claimed with quantified Information that the deterioration is more 
pronounced, if examined on quarter-on-quarter basis within the proposed period 
of investigation. In addition to material injury, the petitioner has claimed threat of 
material injury on the grounds of significant difference in the domestic and 
imported product price and ability of the subject exporters to ship significantly 
higher volumes. The petitioner has estimated, based on the situation prevailing in 
the period of investigation, much higher extent of injury during Oct.-Dec., 2008 
and Jan.-March, 2009 period. 

There is sufficient evidence that the ‘injury’ to the domestic industry has been 
caused by dumped imports from subject countries to justify initiation of an anti¬ 
dumping investigation in terms of the Rules. 

11. Period of investigation 

The period of investigation for the purpose of present investigation is 1®* October 

2007 to 30^ September 2008. However, the injury investigation period will cover 
the periods April 2005-March 2006, April 2006-March 2007, April 2007-March 

2008 and the Period of Investigation (POI). For threat of injury, the data beyond 
the POI would also be examined. 


12. Imposition of anti dumping duties on retrospective basis 


The petitioner has requested for retrospective imposition of duty on the grounds 
that there is history of dumping, the exporters are well aware that they are 
resorting to dumping; importers are, or should have been, well aware that the 
exporters are practicing dumping; there is significant price difference between the 
domestic and imported product, which is likely to increase further in future. On 
the basis of information submitted, the Authority considers that there is prima 
facie evidence justifying consideration of retrospective imposition of anti dumping 
duties. The interested parties may make their submissions in this regard as well. 

13. Submission of information 


countries and their Government through their 
Embassy/ High Commission in india, importers and users in india known to be 
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concerned andlhe domesti<^ndustiy are being informed separately to enable 
them to file all information relevant in the form and manner prescribed. Any other 
party Interested to participate in the present Investigation may write to: 


The Designated Authority, 

Directorate General of Anti-Dumping & Allied Duties, 
Department of Commerce. 

Ministry of Commerce & Industry, 

Room No,240, Udyog Bhawan, 

New Delhi-110107. 


As per Rule 6(5) of the Rules supra, the Designated Authority is also providino 
pportunrty to the industrial users of the article under investigation and to 

who can furnish information 'which is 
^e investigation regarding dumping, injury and causal link. Any other 

intei^es^ party may also make its submissions relevant to the investkiation 
within the time limit set out below. lo me investiganon 


14. Time limit 


investigation should be sent in writing so as to 
reach the Authonty at the above address not later than 40 days from the date of 
publication ^ this notification. If no information is received within the prescribed 
tiine limit or foe information received is incomplete, foe Authority may record their 

Ruk^^iLpre available on record in accordance with foe 


Submissio n of Information on Non-Confidential hasiis 

In terms of Rule 7 of the AD rules, the Interested parties are required to submit 
non-confidenttaj version of any confidential information provided to the Authority. 
The non-confidential version or non-confidentlal summary of the confidential 
information should be in sufficient detail to provide a meaningful understanding of 
the information to the other interested parties. If in the opinbn of the party 
providing such Information, such information is not susceptible to summary* a 
statement of reason thereof is required to be provided. 

16. Non cooperation 


In case where an interested party refuses access to or otherwise does not 
provide necessary information within a reasonable period, or significantly 
imp^es the mvestigation, the Authority may record its findings on the basis of 
me facts available to it and make such recommendations to the Central 
Government as deemed fit. 


17. Inspection of Public File 


In terms of Rule 6(7), any Interested party may inspect the public file containing 
non-confidential version of the evidence submitted by other interested parties. 

--B-..GOPAIAN,' 


Pttated by ““ rf M. Press. Ring Ro«l, Msyspmi, New D.lhi-1100«4 
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